The book contains seven chapters, an extensive bibliography, and use ful appendices. The first chapter is merely methodological: the author explains why he has chosen the topic and how he will deal with it. The second and third chapters are probably the most important ones. In a sec ond chapter he provides a detailed analysis of the idea and the subse quent drafting process of the LEF. He was able to access several archives and brought together all the important documents, including replies by bishops conferences and universities. In the third chapter, the reader can find the various reactions to the idea of a LEF and to the different drafts for a LEF. Boelens collected and analyzed all possible publications for this. In a fourth chapter, he offers the concepts he will use for the rest of the work. Church models and thus ecclesiology are the primary focus of chapter five, while constitutional law is the topic in chapter six. In his seventh and final chapter, Boelens offers us a possible theory for the fail ure of the LEF, namely a tension between canon law and theology, and suggests a model, the benefits of, and the definition of a future formal ec clesiastical constitution.
From a historical point of view the work of Boelens is very interesting; he gives a detailed account of the drafting process of the LEF and reveals information that was never disclosed or brought together before. The way he deals with the LEF from an ecclesiological and constitutional perspective is certainly worth reading. It would be good if at least this part of his research could be published as an article in another language than Dutch, the language of his dissertation. However, this might be a lit tle bit late, since the Pontifical Council for Legislative Texts is preparing a publication on the LEF.
In sum: this is a good study; however, it is a disadvantage that this work is available only in Dutch and not in one of the major canonical languages. The author of the book under review Dr. Edward Peters, currently a professor of canon law at Sacred Heart Seminary in Detroit, has provided an exceptional service to canonists by his painstaking research into the drafting of the canons of the 1983 code. He provided tables of references to various published texts and coetus discussions during the drafting process in the first volume Tabulae congruentiae (see review in The Ju rist 62 (2002) 212-214). Those tables are aptly complemented by the much more extensive second volume Incrementa in progressu, which provides the actual texts of the various drafts leading up to the 1983 code as well as the canons of the code. He initially undertook this timeconsuming work especially in the areas of procedural and penal law dur ing the writing of his doctoral dissertation at The Catholic University of America on penal procedures. Fortunately he subsequently continued his research into other books of the code despite varying other professional, academic, and personal commitments. In the very nature of things works such as this are rather difficult to review, but hopefully some brief reflec tions will give the reader insight into its exceptional value for canonical and other researchers such as theologians and historians.
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If the earlier work the Tabulae congruentiae constitutes an excep tional contribution to contemporary canonical history, the later work, the
